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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Application Number : 09/883,302 Confirmation No.: 9726 

Applicant : Jeffery Bedell et al. 

Filed : June 19, 2001 

Title : SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR SYNTAX ABSTRACTION IN 

QUERY LANGUAGE GENERATION 

TC/ArtUnit : 2165 

Examiner: : Tarek Chbouki 

Docket No. : 53470.003004 

Customer No. : 21967 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Petition to Withdraw Holding of Abandonment Based on Failure to Receive 
Office Action Amendment Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §1.181 

Dear Sir: 

This petition is presented for the purpose of requesting withdrawal of the holding of 
abandonment. Provided herewith are evidence that Applicant did not receive a copy of the Non- 
Final Office Action mailed December 3, 2008, ("Office Action") in the above-captioned patent 
application. 

Applicant received a Notice of Abandonment mailed June 25, 2009, alleging the above- 
captioned patent application was abandoned for failure to properly respond to the Office Action. 

Neither Applicant nor Applicant's undersigned representatives received a copy of the 
Office Action. 

The address of record which the Office Action was supposedly mailed is: Hunton & 
Williams LLP, Intellectual Property Department, 1900 K Street, N.W., Suite 1200, Washington, 
D.C. 20006-1 109, which is the mail repository for all in-coming correspondences from the PTO 
and has been since 1997. Applicant's representatives enter all in-coming correspondences from 
the PTO in its docketing system. Had Applicant's representatives received the Office Action, a 
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due date for a response to the Office Action would have been entered into the docketing system 
for March 3, 2009. 

Attached hereto is Exhibit A, a declaration of Dalei Dong, the attorney responsible for 
prosecuting the above-captioned patent application, indicating that the Office Action was not 
received at the address of record. Also, a search of the practitioner's records, including the file 
jacket and the application contents, indicates that the Office Action was not received. 

Attached hereto is also Exhibit B, a redacted copy of the master docket from the firm, 
where the non-received Office Action would have been entered had it been received. The 
redacted copy of the master docket from the firm shows all replies docketed for the day of March 
3, 2009, which is the three-month due date from the alleged mail date of the Office Action. The 
redacted copy of the master docket reveals that no Response was due for the above-captioned 
patent application. 

Additionally attached hereto is Exhibit C, a copy of the PTO mail log from the firm, 
where the non-received Office Action would appear had it been received. The copy of the mail 
log from the firm shows all PTO correspondences received from the day of November 25, 2008 
to January 2, 2009. The PTO mail log reveals that no correspondence from the PTO was 
received in the above-captioned patent application on December 3, 2008. 

The evidence presented herein show that neither Applicant nor Applicant's 
representatives received the Office Action allegedly mailed December 3, 2008. Accordingly, 
Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the holding of abandonment. Applicant further 
requests that a new Office Action be issued and mailed to the address of record. 

In addition, Applicant respectfully submits herewith a Reply to the Office Action. 
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It is respectfully submitted that no fee is required for consideration of this Petition. 
However, in the event any fee is deemed necessary, the Commissioner is authorized to charge 
the undersigned's Deposit Account No. 50-0206. 



HUNTON & WILLIAMS 

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY DEPARTMENT 
1900 K Street, Nw, Suite 1200 
Washington, D.C. 20006-1109 
(202) 955-1500 (Telephone) 
(202) 778-2201 (Facsimile) 



HUNTON & WILLIAMS LLP 





Telephone Number 202-955-1960 
(Direct) 



DD/rt 
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EXHIBIT A 
Declaration of Dalei Dong 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Application Number : 09/883,302 Confirmation No.: 9726 

Applicant : Jeffery Bedell et al. 

Filed : June 19, 2001 

Title : SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR SYNTAX ABSTRACTION IN 

QUERY LANGUAGE GENERATION 

TC/ArtUnit : 2165 

Examiner: : Tarek Chbouki 

Docket No. : 53470.003004 

Customer No. : 21967 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Declaration of Dalei Dong 

I, Dalei Dong, registration number 60,363, do hereby state as follows: 

1) I am the attorney responsible for prosecuting the above-captioned application. 

2) I am of Patent Clerk in the law firm of Hunton & Williams LLP, and I am familiar with 
the firm's docketing and in-coming mail procedures. To the extent I may not be completely 
cognizant of the applicable procedures for the present case, I have consulted with individuals at 
my firm responsible for these duties to become familiar with the procedures. 

3) My firm, Hunton & Williams LLP, is currently prosecuting this application. The address 
of record is: Hunton & Williams LLP, Intellectual Property Department, 1900 K Street, N.W., 
Suite 1200, Washington, D.C. 20006-1 109, which is the mail repository for all in-coming mail 
from the PTO. 
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4) Our docketing department enters all in-coming mail from the PTO in its docketing 
system. Had my firm received the Office Action allegedly mailed December 3, 2008 ("Office 
Action"), the response due date would have been entered into the docketing system for March 3, 
2009. I have reviewed a copy of the master docket report for the day of March 3, 2009, and 
discovered that no response due date was docketed for the above-captioned application. 

5) Our docketing department keeps a mail log for all in-coming mail from the PTO. Had 
my firm received the Office Action allegedly mailed December 3, 2008, the Office Action would 
appear on the firm's PTO mail log. I have reviewed a copy of the mail log from the day of 
November 25, 2008 to January 2, 2009, and discovered that no correspondence was received for 
the above-captioned application. 

6) Finally, I personally reviewed the file jacket for evidence of a paper copy of the Office 
Action and found none. 

I further declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that 
all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true; and further that these 
statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so made are 
punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States 
Code, and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the application or any 
patent issuing thereon. 
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EXHIBIT B 
Redacted Master Docket Report For 
March 3, 2009 
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EXHIBIT C 
Hunton & Williams U.S.P.T.O. Mail Log 
for November 25, 2008 to January 2, 2009 
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Reply to the Office Action Amendment 
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IN THE UNI TED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



Application Number 

Applicant 

Filed 



09/883,302 Confirmation No.: 9726 

Jeffrey BEDELL et al. 
June 19, 2001 

SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR SYNTAX ABSTRACTION IN 

QUERY LANGUAGE GENERATION 

2165 



Title 



TC/Art Unit 
Examiner: 
Docket No. 
Customer No. 



Tarek Chbouki 
53470.003004 
21967 



Mail Stop: Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, V A 22313-1450 



Sir: 



RESPONSIVE TO OFFICE ACTION DATED DECEMBER 3. 2008 

Applicants hereby submit this Amendment responsive to the Non-Final Rejection mailed on 
December 3, 2008, ("Office Action") and respectfully ask that the application be reconsidered in 
light of the remarks/arguments made herein and all claims be allowed: 

Amendments to the Claims begin on page 2 of this paper. 

Remarks begin on page 10 of this paper. 
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IN THE CLAIMS 

Claims 1, 4-6, 10, 14, 16, 20, 23, and 24 have been amended. 

This listing of claims will also replace all prior listings of claims in the application. 

1 . (Currently Amended) A system for automated generation of one or more query 
language statements comprising: 

a syntax pattern selector module for selecting, in an automated process, a syntax pattern 
corresponding to a desired function defining a default syntax pattern provided to the syntax pattern 
selector module and a syntax standard for use in generating the one or more query language 
statements; 

a statement assembly module for populating the syntax pattern in an automated process with 
an argument data set associated with a desired data set provided to the statement assembly module 
as part of the process of generating the one or more query language statements; and 

whereby at least one query language statement is assembled to be run against a data source 
to return the desired data set. 

2. (Original) The system of claim 1, wherein the syntax pattern selector module selects 
the syntax pattern from a plurality of syntax patterns corresponding to a plurality of database 
management systems. 



3. (Original) The system of claim 1, wherein the syntax pattern selector module selects 
the syntax pattern from a plurality of syntax patterns based upon at least one selection variable. 
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4. (Currently Amended) A system for generating one or more query language 

statements comprising: 

a syntax pattern selector module for selecting a syntax pattern corresponding to a desired 
function defining a default syntav pcm^ and a syntax standard; 

a statement assembly module for populating the syntax pattern with an argument data set 
associated with a desired data set; 

a structure generator module for generating a query structure based on the desired data set, 
the query structure providing a basis for identifying the desired function to be used by the syntax 
pattern selector module; and 

whereby at least one query language statement is assembled to be run against a data source 
to return the desired data set. 



5. (Currently Amended) A system for generating one or more query language 
statements comprising: 

a syntax pattern selector module for selecting a syntax pattern corresponding to a desired 
function defining a default s yntax p attern, and a syntax standard; 

a statement assembly module for populating the syntax pattern with an argument data set 
associated with a desired data set; 

a function identifier module for identifying a functional element corresponding to the 
desired function and at least one syntax pattern; and 

whereby at least one query language statement is assembled to be run against a data source 
to return the desired data set. 
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6. (Currently Amended) A system for generating one or more query language 

statements comprising; 

a syntax pattern selector module for selecting a syntax pattern corresponding to a desired 
function defining a default syntax pattern, anH a syntax standard; 

a statement assembly module for populating the syntax pattern with an argument data set 
associated with a desired data set; 

an argument generator module for identifying the argument data set associated with the 
desired data set; and 

whereby at least one query language statement is assembled to be run against a data source 
to return the desired data set. 



7. (Original) The system of claim 6, wherein the argument generator module identifies 
the argument data set based upon a syntax description associated with the desired function. 

8. (Original) The system of claim 1 , wherein the system is a component in an online 
analytical processing system, a reporting system, a business intelligence system, or a data mining 
system. 



9. (Original) The system of claim 1 , further comprising a plurality of driver modules, 
each of the driver modules including at least one syntax pattern associated with a selected database 
management system. 
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10. (Currently Amended) A computer-implemented method of generating one or more 
query language statements to be run against a one or more data sources, comprising the steps, 
performed by a computer system, of: 

selecting a syntax pattern corresponding to a desired function defining a default sy ntax 
EattenL.provided as an input and a syntax standard for use in generating the one or more query 
language statements; 

populating the syntax pattern with an argument data set associated with a desired data set 
provided as an input identifying the data set on which to operate from the data source as part of 
generating the one or more query language statements; and 

wherein, the populated syntax pattern is used to generate one or more query language 
statements runnable against one or more data sources to return the desired data result set. 

1 1 . (Original) The method of claim 1 0, wherein the step of selecting the syntax pattern 
includes selecting the syntax pattern from a plurality of syntax patterns corresponding to a plurality 
of database management systems. 

12. (Original) The method of claim 10, wherein the step of selecting the syntax pattern 
includes selecting the syntax pattern from a plurality of syntax patterns based upon at least one 
selection variable. 



13. (Original) The method of claim 10, further comprising the step of generating a query 
structure based on the desired data set, the query structure providing a basis for identifying the 
desired function to be used in selecting the syntax pattern. 
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14. (Currently Amended) A method of generating one or more query language 
statements to be run against a one or more data sources, comprising the steps of: 

selecting a syntax pattern corresponding to a desired function defining a default svrmnr 
pattern, and a syntax standard; 

populating the syntax pattern with an argument data set associated with a desired data set 
from the data source; 

identifying a functional element corresponding to the desired function and at least one 
syntax pattern, the functional element providing a basis for selecting the syntax pattern; and 

wherein, the populated syntax pattern comprises one or more query language statements 
runnable against one or more data sources to return the desired data result set. 



15. (Original) The method of claim 10, further comprising the step of identifying at least 
one selection variable for selecting the syntax pattern from a plurality of syntax patterns. 

16. (Currently Amended) A method of generating one or more query language 
statements to be run against a one or more data sources, comprising the steps of: 

selecting a syntax pattern corresponding to a desired function defining a default syntax 
pattern, and a syntax standard; 

populating the syntax pattern with an argument data set associated with a desired data set 
from the data source; 

identifying the argument data set associated with the desired data set; and 
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wherein, the populated syntax pattern comprises one or more query language statements 
runnable against one or more data sources to return the desired data result set. 

17. (Original) The method of claim 16, wherein the step of identifying the argument data 
set includes identifying the argument data set based upon a syntax description associated with the 
desired function. 



18. (Original) The method of claim 10, wherein the method is executed in an online 
analytical processing systems, a reporting system, a business intelligence system, or a data mining 
system. 



19. (Original) The method of claim 10, wherein the step of selecting the syntax pattern 
includes accessing a plurality of driver modules including at least one syntax pattern, each of the 
plurality of driver modules corresponding to a selected database management system. 

20. (Currently amended) A tangible medium having a computer readable program code 
embodied therein for generating one or more query language statements through an automated 
computer-implemented method comprising: 

code for causing the processor to identify a functional element corresponding to a desired 
function for use in generating the one or more query language statements , wherein the functional 
element defines a default syntax p attern: 
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code for causing the processor to identify an argument data set associated with a desired 
data set and the identified national element as part of generating the one or more query language 

statements; 

code for causing the processor to select a syntax pattern corresponding to the functional 
element; and 

code for causing the processor to populate the selected syntax pattern with the identified 
argument data set to assemble at least one query language statement to be run against a data source 
to return the desired data set. 

2 1 . (Previously presented) A method of generating a query language statement from 
computer code embodied on a computer readable media comprising the steps of: 

defining a syntax pattern accessible to a system for generating a query language statement; 
accessing the defined syntax pattern from the system to generate a query language 
statement; and 

wherein the system does not need to be recompiled as a result of defining the syntax pattern. 

22. (Original) The method of claim 2 1 , wherein the syntax pattern is associated with a 
selected database management system. 

23. (Currently amended) A tangible medium having a computer readable program code 
embodied therein for generating one or more query language statements comprising: 

code for causing the processor to identify a functional element corresponding to a desired 
function, wherein the functional element defines a default syntax pattern : 
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code for causing the processor to identify an argument data set associated with a desired 

data set and the identified functional element; 

code for causing the processor to select a syntax pattern corresponding to the functional 
element; 

code for identifying a functional element corresponding to the desired function and at least 
one syntax pattern, the functional element providing a basis for selecting the syntax pattern; and 

code for causing the processor to populate the selected syntax pattern with the identified 
argument data set to assemble at least one query language statement to be run against a data source 
to return the desired data set. 



24. (Currently amended) A tangible medium having a computer readable program code 
embodied therein for generating one or more query language statements comprising: 

code for causing the processor to identify a functional element corresponding to a desired 
function, wherein the fu nctional element defines a default syntax pattern : 

code for causing the processor to identify an argument data set associated with a desired 
data set and the identified functional element; 

code for causing the processor to select a syntax pattern corresponding to the functional 
element; 

code for identifying the argument data set associated with the desired data set; and 
code for causing the processor to populate the selected syntax pattern with the identified 

argument data set to assemble at least one query language statement to be run against a data source 

to return the desired data set. 
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REMARKS 

The Office Action dated December 3, 2008, has been reviewed and carefully considered. 
Claims 1, 4-6, 10, 14, 16, 20, 23, and 24 have been amended. No new matter has been added. 
Claims 1-24 are currently pending. In view of the following remarks, reconsideration and 
allowance of all of the claims pending in the application are respectfully requested. 

L REJECTIONS UNDER 35 TT S C q mi 

On page 2 of the Office Action, claims 1-9 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as allegedly 
being directed toward non-statutory subject matter. However, Applicants respectfully disagree. 

"A claimed process is patent-eligible under § 101 if: (1) it is tied to a particular machine or 
apparatus, or (2) it transforms a particular article into a different state or thing." In re Bilski . 545 
F.3d 943, 954 (Fed. Cir. 2008). That is, "a claimed process involving a fundamental principle that 
uses a particular machine or apparatus would not pre-empt uses of the principle that do not also use 
the specified machine or apparatus in the manner claimed." Id. Also, "a claimed process that 
transforms a particular article to a specified different state or thing by applying a fundamental 
principle would not pre-empt the use of the principle to transform any other article, to transform the 
same article but in a manner not covered by the claim, or to do anything other than transform the 
specified article." Id. Thus, "a claim that is tied to a particular machine or brings about a particular 
transformation of a particular article does not pre-empt all uses of a fundamental principle in any 
field but rather is limited to a particular use, a specific application." Id- at 957. However, even if a 
claim recites a specific machine or a particular transformation of a specific article, the recited 
machine or transformation must not constitute mere "insignificant postsolution activity." Id. 
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The Office Action asserts that claims 1-9 refer to a "system," however the claimed system is 
a software per se, because of a series of modules are to be executed. Also, the Office Action asserts 
that the claims 1-9 do not define structural and functional descriptive material used in 
interrelationship between the computer software and the hardware like a memory or processor. 
Applicants respectfully disagree. Applicants respectfully submit that claims 1-9 do recite tangible 
embodiments. For example, claim 1 recites a "sjstem for automated generation of one or more 
query language statements comprising: a syntax pattern selector mnHnT. for selecting, in an 
automated process, a syntax pattern corresponding to a desired function provided to the syntax 
pattern selector module and a syntax standard for use in generating the one or more query language 
Stat6mentS; a statement assembly module for populating the syntax pattern in an automated process 
with an argument data set associated with a desired data set provided to the statement assembly 
module as part of the process of generating the one or more query language statements; and 
whereby at least one query language statement is assembled to be run against a data source to return 
the desired data set." In other words, claim 1 recites a system having several modules that actually 
and physically perform the features of the claim and not "software per se," as alleged by the Office 
Action. 

Also, Applicants submit that the specification of the present application contradicts the 
Office Action's allegation that the claimed system is a software per se. Specifically, the 
specification recites that the "system 300 may be a portion of an OLAP system, such as an OLAP 
embodiment of the system 100 from Fig. 1 above. The system 300 includes a report engine 302, a 
query generation engine 304, an analytical engine 306, and a query engine 308 for retrieving data 
from a data source 310." See, e.g., Specification, page 14, lines 6-9. Also, the specification 
discloses that the system 100 may comprise a user engine, 102, communicative with an analytical 
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engine 104, a q uery engine 106, and one or more data storage devices 108. The user engine 102, 
the analytical engine 104, and the auery engine 106 or other resources of the system ,00 may 
include or interface to or be supported by computing resources, such as one or more associated 
serve.. See. e.g.. Specification, page 8, line 3 to page 9, line 6. Therefore, Applicants respectfuHy 
submit that the system comprising various modules recited in claim 1 is hardware and no, software 
per se, as alleged in the Office Action. 

In view of the foregoing, Applicants respectfully request that the aforementioned non- 
statutory subject matter rejection of claims 1-9 be withdrawn. 

IL REJECTIONS UNDER 35 IT S r & i«v> 

On page 3 of the Office Action, claims 1-24 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
allegedly anticipated by U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0039730 to Saeki 
(hereinafter "Saeki"). This rejection is hereby respectfully traversed. 

Under 35 U.S.C. § 102, the Patent Office bears the burden of presenting at least a prima 
facie case of anticipation. InrnKing, 801 F.2d 1324, 1326 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Anticipation requires 
that a prior art reference disclose, either expressly or under the principles of inherency, each and 
every element of the claimed invention. Celeritas Tech T t d .. v. Rockw.1l Tnt'i 150 R3d 

1354, 1361 (Fed. Cir. 1998). The prior art reference must disclose all of the claim elements 
arranged or combined in the same way as recited in the claim. Net MonevTN. Tnr v . y eri sipn In. 
545 F.3d 1359, 1369 (Fed. Cir. 2008). "In addition, the prior art reference must be enabling." Akzo 
N.V. v. U.S. International Trade Commission , 808 F.2d 1471, 1479 (Fed. Cir. 1986), cert, denied . 
482 U.S. 909 (1987). That is, the prior art reference must sufficiently describe the claimed 
invention so as to have placed the public in possession of it. In re Donohue . 766 F.2d 531, 533 (Fed. 
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Cir. 1985). Such possession is effected only if one of ordinary skill in the art could have combined 
the disclosure in the prior art reference with his/her own knowledge to make the claimed invention. 



Id.. 



Regarding claim 1, the Office Action asserts that Saeki discloses the claimed invention. 
Applicants respectfully disagree. However, in order to forward the prosecution of the present 
application, Applicants have amended claim 1 to more specifically define the claimed invention, 
and specifically those features that further differentiate the claimed invention from Saeki, as well as 
the other cited references. In particular, Applicants respectfully submit that Saeki fails to disclose, 
or even suggest, a system for automated generation of one or more query language statements 
comprising: "a syntax pattern selector module for selecting, in an automated process, a syntax 
pattern corresponding to a desired function defining a default syntax p a tt*m provided to the syntax 
pattern selector module and a syntax standard for use in generating the one or more query language 
statements;" as recited in claim 1. In contrast, Saeki merely discloses that a calculation syntax 
definition 310 provides definition information on the definition of a language syntax, which is 
established as a pattern including variable. See, e.g., paragraph [0080]. Accordingly, Applicants 
respectfully submit that claim 1 should be allowable over Saeki. 

Also, the Office Action alleges that Figures 4 and 5, and paragraph [0080] of Saeki discloses 
"a syntax pattern selector module for selecting, in an automated process, a syntax pattern," 
corresponding to a desired function and a syntax standard, as recited in claim 1. Applicants 
respectfully disagree. In contrast, Saeki merely discloses that a calculation syntax definition 310 
provides definition information on the definition of a language syntax, which is established as a 
pattern including variable. See, e.g., paragraph [0080]. Thus, Applicants respectfully submit that 
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nowhere does Saeki disclose, or even suggest, that a syntax pattern is selected, in an automated 
process, corresponding to a desired function and a syntax standard. 

Additionally, Applicants respectfully submit that Saeki teaches away from "a syntax pattern 
selector module for selecting, in an automated prnc^, a syntax pattern," corresponding to a desired 
function and a syntax standard, as recited in claim 1 (emphasis added). In particular, Saeki 
discloses in Figure 4, a retrieval object selection section 111, wherein a user first selects a specific 
display table by using a display table index in the retrieval objection selection section 111. 
Moreover, the user selects a display item from the selected display table. See, e.g., paragraph 
[0087]. Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that Saeki, at best, discloses that a user selects a 
specific display table and fails to disclose, or even suggest, "a syntax pattern selector module for 
selecting, in an automated process , a syntax pattern," corresponding to a desired function and a 
syntax standard, as recited in claim 1 (emphasis added). 

Regarding claims 2, 3, 8, and 9, these claims are dependent upon independent claim 1. 
Thus, since independent claim 1 should be allowable as discussed above, claims 2, 3, 8, and 9 
should also be allowable at least by virtue of its dependency on independent claim 21. 

Regarding independent claims 4-6, 10, 14, 16, 20, 21, 23, and 24, these claims recite subject 
matter related to independent claim 1. Thus, the arguments set forth above with respect to 
independent claim 1 are equally applicable to claims 4-6, 10, 14, 16, 20, 21, 23, and 24. 
Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that claims 4-6, 10, 14, 16, 20, 21, 23, and 24 are 
allowable over Saeki for the same reasons as set forth above with respect to independent claim 1. 

Regarding claims 7, 11-13, 15, 17-19, and 22, these claims are dependent upon independent 
claims 6, 10, 16, and 21. Thus, since independent claims 6, 10, 16, and 21 should be allowable as 
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discussed above, claims 7, 11-13, 15, 17-19, and 22 should also be allowable at least by virtue of its 
dependency on independent claim 1. 

In view of the foregoing, Applicants respectfully submit that Saeki fails to teach each and 
every limitation of claims 1-24 and therefore the rejection should be withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicants respectfully submit that this application and all pending claims are in condition 
for allowance and such disposition is earnestly solicited. If the Examiner believes that prosecution 
and allowance of the application will be expedited through an interview, whether personal or 
telephonic, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned with any suggestions leading to the 
favorable disposition of the application. 

It is believed that no additional fees are due for filing this Response. However, if it is 
determined otherwise, please charge or credit any variance to Deposit Account No. 50-0206. 



Hunton & Williams LLP 
1900 K Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20006-1 109 
(202) 955-1500 (phone) 
(202) 778-2201 (facsimile) 

Date: September 29, ?MQ 
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Registration No. 60,363 
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